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s “¢ The Parliament of Great Britain fits at the head of her 

. extenfive empire in two capacities: one as the local iegiflature of 

“this if iflaad, providing for all things at home, immediately, and 

_ by no other infirument than the executive power—»The other, 

» end what I chink her nobler capacity, is what I call het Amperial ; 
~ Charaéte er 3 in which, as from the throne of heaven, fhe fupere 
| hy “intends all the feveral inferior legiflatures, ad guides and cone 

i ee Poulathem all, without annihilating any.’ 
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PLAIN QUESTION, 


&e, &c. 


H E twelve American Provinces now in 
arms againft the authority of the Britifh 
Legiflature, attribute all their difputes with 
this kingdom, to an arbitrary change in the 
mode of governing them, adopted in the pre- 
fent reign. ‘Their friends take up the fame 
ground, and execrate the conduct of thofe 
who firft difturbed the focial fyftem of policy, 
by which they were formerly united to their 
Mother-Country. They tell us, that the mi- 
nifters of George the Third fhould have con- 
tented themfelves with the commerce of the 
Colonies like their predeceflors, and declare 
that the moft defpotic adminiftration of for- 
mer princes, recoiled at the bare idea of im- 
poling a revenue upon America. 
Thefe aflertions are very peremptory, yet 
as they are hazarded upon a fubject of infinite 
A 2 _ Mae 


importance, it would certainty be wife to 
make fome inquiry into the fa&. To fet this 
fact therefore in a clear light, is the bufinefs 
of the fucceeding pages, and we fhall foon 
fee with what juftice the Colonies have ap- 
pealed to the fword, when we examine whe- 
ther any power twhatever, has been aflumed 
over them fince the Acceffion of George the 
Third, to which they were not fubject under 
the moft popular princes from the moment of 
their emigration. 

This is 2 plain queftion, which the plaineft 
reader will be able to determine, when he 


has perufed the following little Tract; and to- 
keep the fubject perfectly within his compre= 
henfion, I fhall carefully avoid all.metaphy-_ 


‘fical diftin@tions between the natural rights, 
and the facial claims of mankind. Diftinc- 
tions which confound, -however they may 
dazzle, and:are more likely to bewilder the 
‘imagination in the labyrinths of error, than to 
‘dire the judgment in a journey after truth. 

The Americans date all their grievances 


‘from the period of the late peace. ‘* At the 


conclufion of the laft war, (fay they in their 
Letter to the People of Great Britain) a war 


“rendered vlorious by the abilities and integrity 


of 


a OTOL 


of a Minifter to whofe efforts the Britith 
Empire owes its fafety and its fame; at the 
conclufion of this. war, which was fucceed- 
ed by an inglorious peace, formed under the 


aufpices of a Minifter of principles, and of a 
family, unfriendly to the Proteftant caufe, and - 
inimical to liberty ; we fay, at this period, 
and under the influence of that man, a plan 
for enflaving your fellow-fubjects in America 
was concerted, and has ever fince been per- 
tinacioufly carrying into execution *,” 

. Here, at the very.commencement of their 
complaints, the Colonies make a moft heavy 
charge again this country, in. oppofition 
to the notorious evidence of facts. For 
even admitting that the Stamp Ad, the firft 
great object of offenfible difcontent in America, 
was really an oppreffive innovation, ftill the 
repeal of this law could not be a pertinacious 
adberence to the plan for enflaving them. Nor 
‘was the right of taxing them afterwards re- 
vived in pailiament, by the man of principles 
“¢ inimical to freedom.” Nog it was revived 
under an adminiftration chofen by the very 


* See the proceedings of the Congrefs .publifh. | 
ed in the Winter of the year 1774. 
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Minifter, ‘* to whofe ability and integrity the 
Britifh Empire owes its fafety and its fame.” 
It was revived in a Cabinet appointed by the 
Earl of CHATHAM, and this great ftatef- 
man, in his conciliatory plan, exprefsly fipu- 
lates, that the Colonies, though entirely 
exempted from parliamentary taxation, fhould 
be required to make ‘‘a free grant tothe King, 


bis heirs and fucceflors, of a certain per- 
petual revenue, f{ubje& to the difpofition of 


the Britifh Parliament.” The Americans 
are fenfible of this, and revere the noble Lord 
no longer, either on account of exalted ta- 
Jents, or elevated virtue; and indeed they 


have but little reafon; for if they are not 


conftitutionally taxable, the compelled pay- 
ment of a free grant, is the worft of all op- 
preffions ; it is adding infult to injuftice, and 
holding up the bleffings of liberty to their 
view, to aggravate the mifery of their chains. 

The Duke of Grarrton, fo highly cele- 
brated for his public and private virtues by 
the elegant pen of Junius, was firit minifter 


when the claim of taxing America revived; 
and Lord Campen, the people's lawyer, 
prefided as High Chancellor of England, 
‘Thefe great men neverthelefs have condemned 
the 


the meafure in the fevereft terms during the 
prefent feffion, and declared, that from the 
beginning they Anew it was not only highly 
iNegal, but obvioufly pregnant with ruin to the 
general interefis of the Britihh Empire. Yet 
to this baneful meafure the two patriotic lords 
deliberately lent the whole weight of their of- 
ficial influence, and never complained till 
they were out of place, that it was injurious 
to the happinefs of their country. 

The fate of the Colonies with refpect to 
their prefent patrons is not a little peculiar, 
for the moft diftinguifhed champions of their 
caufe, have actually been the principal authors 
of every thing which they rank under the 
denomination of grievances, The Marquis 
of RocK1NGHAM framed the law for bind. 
ding them i all cafes whatfeever,; and Mr. 
-Burke acknowledges in the 93d-page of 
his laft pamphlet *, that if they do not volun- 
tarily contribute to. the common exigencies 
of the empire, when regularly required, a 
power to impofe a revenue upon them mu? 
be conftitutionally lodged in the Britifh Par- 
liament. hefe celebrated politicians, how- 
ever, reprobate Government for adopting their 

own immediate fentiments, and totally forget, 


* Speech upon American Taxation. 
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that according to the opinion of the. very 
Congrefs, the declaratory act inflituted by 
themfelves, greatly exceeds all the other op- 
preffions of America.—But to go on: 
- Prior to the period of the late peace, the 
Colonies affirm, that Parliament never at- 
tempted to make them fubje€&t to internal 
taxation. The dire& reverfe of this pofition 
is neverthelefs the truth. 

By an act paffed in the 25th of Charles IT. 
chap. 7th, a duty of.5 s. was laid upon every 
hundred weight of white fugar, exported to 
foreign countries by the Colonifts, or even 
fent from one colony to another. —Brown 
and mufcavado fugars paid eighteen pence the 
hundred weight.—Logwood, five pounds.— 
Fuftick, and all other foreign dying woods, 
fixpence.—Ginger, a fhilling.—Indico, two- 
pence for every pound; and cotton wool, a 
halfpenny. By an a paffed in the 7th and 
Sth of William and Mary, all American fea- 
men ate obliged to pay 6d. a year out of 
their wages, to increafe the revenue of Green- 
wich Hofpital, The poft-office eftablifhed 
jn America, by an act palled in the oth 
year of Queen Anne, was avowedly created 
for the purpofe of a revenue, as may be feen 


im the preamble. In the firft year of George 


. | the 


(619 5) 

the Firft, the duties impofed upon the com- 

merce of the Colonies, were appropriated to 

particular ufes ; and even in the reign of his 
late Majefty, the Colonifts were not only 
repeatedly taxed *, but the very nature of 


inheritance was changed among them by Par- 
liament, that freeholds in defcent might be 
fubjet to the demands of Britifh creditors. 
In reality, though it is become extreme- 
ly fafhionable among gentlemen who call 
. themfelves patriots, to celebrate the late reign 
by way of refle@ing on the prefent, there are 
few periods of our hiftory in which Parlia- 
ment exercifed /a abfolute an authority over 
‘the Colonies, as under the government of 
George the Second. By an act pafled in the 
5th year of that king, chap. 22. the exporta- 
tion of hats even from one colony to another, 
is prohibited by fine and confifcation, ‘The 


* See 3d George Il. chap. 28th, laying a duty 

| upon rice, and fifth of the. fame reign, chap. 
zoth, laying a duty upon American hops fent to 
dreland. See alfo the 18th of the fame reign, 
chap. 31ft, impofing a tax of 6d. a month upon 

‘call American feamen, for the benefit of Green- 
wich Hofpital. 
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fame at regulates the number of apprentices 
to be taken by every hatter, and ordains that 
no Negro fhall be employed in the manufac- 


_tory of hats, under the penalty of 51. a month. 


By two other ads pafled in the 23d and goth 
years of his late Majefty, chapters 29 and 
16, no mill or other engine for flitting or 
rolling of iron, or plating forges worked with 
a tilt hammer, or furnaces for making fteel, 
are to be erected in the Colonies. An act 
pafled in the 24th year of the fame reign, 


chap. 53. reftrains the legiflatures of the fe- _ 


veral provinces from ifluing paper money, or 
bills of credit, upon any pretence what/oever ; 
and another a& diffolves the indentures of all 
fervants who enlift as foldiers in the pay of his 
Majefty. Thefe laws, if enacted in the pres 
fent reign, would have made a capital figure 
on the Mufter Roll of Grievances; but hav- 
ing been pafled while the Colonies ftood in 


need of our protection, they were fubmitted 


to without difpute, for the hour of refiflance 
was poftponed to the day of fecurity, 

The Colonies may abufe the indulgence, 
but they muft not impofe upon the under- 


fanding of the Britifh Nation; and fo little 


are they legally authorifed to refift the parlia- 


mentary 


Gackt °.\) 

mentary claim of taxing them, that they have 
not a legal power to tax them/elves, without 
the permiffion of Parliament. ‘The province 
of Maflachufet’s Bay individually, incurred a 
forfeiture of charter in the reign of Charles 
the Second, for exerciling this power without 
proper authority, and fo well aware were 
the Colonies colleétively, of this circumftance, 
that in the year 1755, when a Congrefs af- 
fembled at Albany, to confider upon the beft 
means of fupporting the laft war, a propofal 
was made to petition parliament, for /zave to 
-raife internal taxes, as the readieft mode of 
oppofing the ravages of the commoa enemy. 
It is remarkable alfo, that this propofal was 
made by GENERAL SHIRLEY, the delegate 
from Maffachufet’s Bay, the firft province 
which has rifen in arms againft the fuprem- 
acy of the Britifh Legiflature. 

The abfurdity of the Colonies in reprefent- 
ing the right of Parliament to tax them, as 
an oppreffive ftretch of power originating in » 
the prefent reign, appears the more aftonifhing, 
when the injuftice of the charge is fo palpably 
open to refutation 5 but the farther we trace 
the progrefs of the difpute, the more we fhall 
experience their unpardonable indifference to 

A 6xie truth, 
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truth, They affitm, that till the prefent 
reign, Parliament never exercifed a power 
to bind them zm all cafes whatfoever.—Yet by | 
an act pafled in the 7th and 8th of William 
and Mary, all laws, ufages, and cuftoms 
made, or to be made in the Colonies, are de- 
clared utterly void, if they arerepugnant to 
the laws of England. Isnot this binding them, 
in all cafes whatfoever? And the a& is the more 
remarkable, becaufe it did not pafs inthe time 


of an arbitrary Sovereign, but under the go- - 
vernment of the very Prince to whom we are 
indebted for the glorious Revolution. 2 
In what then has the fyftem of the prefent 
reign, with regard to the Colonies, deviated 
from the benevolent fyftem under which they 
declared themfelves happy in former reigns ; 
or where is the fhadow of any innovation, 
either to palliate the refiftance of the Ameri- 
cans, or tojuftify the complaints of their ad- 
herents in this kingdom ?— Weare indeed in- 
ceffantly told of changes in the mode of go- 
verning America; but where are they to be 
found, while America preferved even the 
appearance -of loyalty? ‘Uhe parliamentary 
sight of binding her in all cafes whatfoever, 
fo far from originating under George the 
Third, 
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Third, was firft declared by flatute, under ‘ 
the great deliverer William the Third; and ' 
| the claim of taxation, fo far from commencing 
| in his prefent Majetty’s reign, has been re- , 


‘peatedly exercifed in fix different reigns before 
his prefent Majefty was born, 
But-as tlrere can be no taxation, nor in- 


SS Se 


‘deed legiflation, according to the modern lan- 

guage of America, where a people are not re- 

prefented, it may poffibly be faid,. that 

the power of fubjeGiing the Colonies to a 

revenue, firft exercifed in the time of Charles 
| the Second, and the claim of binding them 
in all cafes whatfoever, firft affumed by 
ftatute under William the Third, though 
obvioufly no innovations of the prefent reign, 
were neverthelefs arbitrary exertions of our 
authority, which can receive no validity 
from the length of their ufurpation. It may 
be obferved, that the acquiefcence of ages 
cannot fanctify any meafure which was ori- 
ginally unjuft, and that there is but little 
difference between the continuance of an op- 
preflion, and the 7n/fitution. 

To obviate thefe remarks therefore, the 
reader muft be told, that the exprefs condi- 
tion upon which the firfl adventurers to our 
American Settlements were permitted to co- 
Jonize, was to maintain a conflant obe« 

3 dience 
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dience to the laws of England; and in- 
deed it would have been highly abfurd, as 
well as highly dangerous, if we had not, 
by a pofitive engagement of fuch a nature, 
rendered the provinces conftantly dependent 
upon their Mother Country. The domini- 
ons of this nation were not beftowed upon 
them, for the mad purpofe either of counter- 
aGting her intereft, or refifting her autho- 
rity. On the contrary, the advancement of 
her own welfare, the extenfion of her own 
power, were her grand inducements to peo- 
ple the new Empire, and the happinefs of 
the emigrants, though always duly at- 
tended to, was ftill no more than a fecondary 
object in the feale of political confideration. 


On thefe accounts, wherever charters were 
granted, or other governments * eftablifhed, 


SE eee SS a CA aL Ee RS a 

* The conftitutions of the American Provinces 
are of three kinds, though a vulgar opinion 
prevails, that all the Colonies emigrated under 
charters; they are firft, Royal Governments ; 
fecondly, Proprietary. Eftablifhments ; and third- 


ly, Civil Corporations: yet the Congrefs contend 


for one general fyftem of policy; nay, they infift 
upon it, in virtue of their /eparate rights, though 
the inhabitant of Connecticut has no more claim 


to the particular immunities of Maryland, than 


he has tothe freedom of London, or any other 
Corporations in England, ? 


4 the 
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the Mother Country took proper care of 
her own fupremacy, and exprefsly reftrained 
the Colonies from the right of enact- 
ing any laws repugnant to the laws of Eng- 
land. Unlimited neverthelefs as the power 
was, which fhe thus retained to herfelf, 
the original fettlers of the feveral provinces 
not only gladly, but gratefully emigrated upon 
thefe terms, and even the firft proprietor of 
the moft flourifhing fettlement in Britifh 
America (Pennfylvania), thought himfelf ex- 


tremely happy in obtaining a grant of that 


territory, though fubject in direc? terms to 

the taxation of an Englifh parliament*. 
Such being the nature of the original 

compacts between this kingdom and the Co- 


* The advocates of America have ftrenuoufly 
contended, that Pennfylvania was the only pro- 
vince expre/sly taxable by charter, and that the 
other Colonies were not fubjeét to cur atts of 
revenue, though reftrained from making any law 
repugnant to the laws of England. ‘The other 
Colonies, however, have now driven their cham- 
pions from the poor afylum of this literal fubter- 
fuge ; for in affiing the Pennfylvanians to burft 
through the taxing claufe of their charter, they 


-are as guilty, asif fucha claufe actually exiited in 


their own charters, and as punifhable for fupporte 
“ing acrime in favour of their confederates, as if 
all the advantages expected from the commifion 
of this crime, accrued entirely to themfelves. 

loniess 
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lonies, the taxes levied upon America in 
the time of Charles the Second, and the de- 


claratory ast of William the Third, are not 


only defenfible by every rule of legal right, but 
by every principle of moral jufiice. Northing 
therefore which was equitable ia the days of 
thefe princes, can be inequitable in the days 
of George the Third; and it either follows 
that the firft emigrants, when they petitioned 
for lands, ftrangely thought it a d/:ffing to 
be oppreffed, or that their defcendents have 
no juft caufe whatever to complain of op- 

preffions, under the government of his pre= 
fent Majefty. 

The Congrefs indeed feem perfe&tly aware 
of this argument, and never mention a 
fyllable more of original compacts, than 
operates in their own favour. ‘They are 
willing to feize upon all the privileges, 


but fhudder at the thought of fubmitting to 


the reftrictions ; hence when they are remind= 
ed that their anceftors promifed unlimited obe- 
dience to the laws of the Mother Country, 
as a condition for her dominions at the time 
of their emigration, they indignantly | fpurn 
the idea of fuch an engagement; they pro- 


claim it repugnant to the fpirit of conftitu- 


tional freedom, and declare that however 
meanly the firft emigrants might ftipulate for 
them- 


a4 


ear ee, 
themifelves, they derived no power from na- 
ture to bargain for the flavery of their pofte- 
rity. 

This is ftrange language from men who 
reckon the violation of original compacts, 
among the molt atrocious aGs of parliamen- 
tary defpotifm, and who affirm in the a7th 
page of their proceedings publifhed in the 
year 1774, ‘that their forefathers partici- 
pated in all the rights the people of Great 
Britain fo juftly boaft, and carefully con- 
veyed the fame fair inheritance to them.” 
But mark the inconfiftency of this dec! ara- 
tion, 

For in the firft place, if the anceftors of 
our modern Americans conveyed the fair in- 
heritance of freedom fo carefully to their 


pofterity, as we are told by the Congrefs, 


_awhy do the Colonies refufe to be taxed or 


bound in ail cafes whatfoever, by that power 
which exercifed the fame univerfal fupremacy 
over their progenitors * 

And in the fecond place, if the engage- 
ments betweer@heir anceftors and the Mo- 
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* Some cf the Colonies attempted to exercife 


powers repugnant to the terms of their emigra- 
tion; and this was the reafon why the univerfal 
fupremacy of Parliament was afferted by ftatute, 
in the reign of William the Third. 
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ther Country, were repugnant to the fpirit 
of conftitutional liberty, whence is it they 
affirm that America was not only a/ways free, 
but always happy, till the acceflion of his pre- 
fent Majefty? In fact, the parliaments of 
George the Third, had they been inclined to 
increafe the authority of Great Britain over 
the Colonies, were utterly without the power. - 
The mind of man could bind the Americans 
no farther than in all cafes whatfoever, and 
this was done to Lorp RocKINGHAM’s 
hands, though he blindly took the odium of 
the meafure among the provinces, without 
producing any benefit to his country, and 
never once recollected, with all his boafted 
knowledge of the laws, that this meafure 
had been adopted by the immortal founder of 
the Revolution. 

The Congrefs, whenever they find them- 
felves unable to convince our underftanding, 
addrefs themfelves to our feelings, and pa- 
thetically afk, If any ftate of flavery can be 
more wretched, than where the people of a 


fubordinate government are tifiverfally bound 
by the laws of a fuperior country? If our 
modern patriots were not determined to fhut 
their eyes againft the light of common fenfe, 
they would fee that this was the unavoid- 

able 
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able lot of fubordination: They would fee 
alfo, that it was a lot which the firft emi- 
grants to America, confidered as a very happy 
one. A lot which they /upplicated when 
they applied for lands, and a lot under which 
the Congrefs themfelves declare, that the bene- 
fits to both fides of the Britifh Atlantic ** be- 
came in a fhort time fo extraordinary, as to 
excite the aftonifhment”’ of mankind*, 

The American dominions of this kingdom 
were not inflicted as a puni/bment upon the 
original adventurers to the new world, they 
were conferred as a favour upon exprefs f{ti- 
pulation; if therefore the pofterity of thefe 
adventurers prefer property in one part of the 
empire, to reprefentation in another, the 
choice is their own; and if from local cir- 
cumftances it is impoffible for them to be re- 
prefented here, they have no right to be of- 
fended, when the impoffibility is voluntarily 
created by themfelves. 

The difaffected provinces talk of dying in 
the caufe of liberty. They may live and be free 
even in their own fenfe of the word, by barely 
condefcending to take up their refidence 


—* See the Addrefs of the prefent Congrefs to ~ 
the People of Great Britain, dated July 6, 1775. 
among 
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among us. Whenever they think proper to 
return, they are reftored to all their na- 
tive rights, they are Englifthmen in England, 
and an Engtifhman is no more than an Ame- 
rican in America. Here then is an immedi- 
ate fpecific for every political diforder com- 
plained of by the Colonies ; af they do not 
choofe to adopt the remedy, they fhould 
quietly .fubmit to the difeafe, and either ho- 
nefily furrender our territories at once, or 
chearfully fubmit to thofe conditions upon 
which they were originally granted to their 
ancettors. 

Dreadful befides, as the antver tl fupremacy 
of parliament appears thus fuddenly to Ame- 
rica, there is furely nothing more unreafon- 
able in our binding the Britith dependencies 
wherever we think fit, than in their refuling — 

_ to be bound wherever they think proper. “The 
right of deciding upon the juftice of laws, : 
muft exift either in the country governing, or 


the country governed, and it is to the full as 
unlikely that the former fhould be tyrannical, 
as that the latter fhould be factious. 

The Colonies themfelves admit that they 
‘never had any occafion to complain of us till 
the laft peace, though all who are conver- 
fant with their hiftory muft be fenfible, that 

- we 
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we have had many occafions to complain of 
them, long before the reign of hisprefent Ma- 
jefty. When therefore they addrefs our paf- 
fions with refpe&t to the barbarity of exer- 
cifing univerfal fupremacy over them, we 
niutt oppofe the bitternefs of declamation by 
the teftimony of fa&; we muft remember 
that this fupremacy has exifted from the firft 
moment of ther exiftence, and then com- 
pare the fituation in which they Aave been, 
to the fituation in which they are. Little 
more than a century has elap‘ed, fince they 
emigrated a band of needy adventurers ; they 
are now grown up into a mighty empire; 
and the univerfal fupremacy of Parliament 
muft confequently be the dire@ reverfe of 
oppreflion, as they have acquired fuch a de- 
gree of greatnefs under it, with a rapidity 
wholly unexampled in the annals of man- 
kind. 

The United Provinces are extremely fond 
of travelling into the gloomy regions of ap- 
prehenfion, and frequently afk, as the claim 
of univerfal fupremacy leaves their property, 
freedom and lives at our mercy, what fecu- 
tity they can poflibly have againit the abufe 
of fo boundlefs a dominion? I fhall anfwer 


them 
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shem in a word, the beft of all fecurities, our 
own intereft ,; for we have nothing to gain 
by their diftrefs, but every thing to hope from 
their profperity. When we confider this evi- 
dent truth therefore, and confider alfo that 
the parliaments of George the Third were 
utterly unable to increafe the power of the 
legiflature over America, we muft be con- 
vinced that the prefent quarrel dces not 


arife from any change whatever in our 
fyftem of American government, but from a 


material alteration in the circumftances of 


the Colonies. At the period of their firtt 
eftablifhment, their rebellion was predicted 
by many able politicians. They wore, how- 
ever, the appearance of loyalty, while they 
ftood in necd of our affiftance; but the faft 
peace having refcued them from the danger 
of a French enemy, they think our protec- 
tion no longer neceflary, and bring a ground- 
lefs charge of tyranny againft us, to extenu- 
ate the guilt of their own difaifection. 

That a Guildhall mob, or a Mile-end 
meeting, fhould talk of alterations in our 
mode of governing the Colonies, is natural 


enough, and we only {mile at the ignorance 


of plebeian patriotifm. But when men who 
have 


(a9) 


have filled the firft employments of the ftate, 
when lawyers of the moft diftinguifhed emi-« 
nence, declare, for the exprefs purpofe of 
he plunging their country in blood, that Ame- 
rica was neither ever taxed, nor ever univer- 
fally bound before the reign of George the 
i. Third, our ridicule infenfibly turns into 
horror, and we fhudder at fuch deplorable 
| ha monuments of human depravity. It is im- 
1 ee pofible for fuch men to be uninformed upon 
fine i®’plain a queftion, for though the invefti- 
gation of it bas repeatedly fhaken fenates, no 
abilities are neceflary to difcover the truth, 
_ beyond the ordinary talents of a common 
attorney’s clerk. Nothing more is requifite 
| than to confult the @atutes which are here 
pointed out, and to tho’ flatutes i refer, 
wherever the reader may be inclined to en= 
tertain the leaft fufpicion of my veracity. 
) I cannot conclude this little Tra& without 
Newr exprefling fome aflonifhment, thatthe patriots 
on our fide of the Atlantic, who condemn 
~ the univerfa] fupremacy aflerted by Parliament 
over the Americans, fhould feel no compafiion 
; whatever for millions of their fellow-fubjects 
‘ who are univerfally controllable by the fame 
authority, in other parts of the Britifh domi- 
ae ntons. — Jerfey, Guernfey, Sark, Alderney, 
Man, Minorca, Gibraltar, the whole of our 
lo Wek 
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“Wet Tidta iflands, the: whole? of our fettlet 3 
moentstin the Haft) dnd: firially the” kingdortt ; 
a freland, are all- fubjetty without amurmur, | 
to the fupremacy ‘of that very Legiflature, 
which thete’ ‘geritlemen will not fuffer t to be fu- = 
préeme in’ ‘the difalfe ed Coldhiés. aang 
The Oppofition furely fhould etnihaee 
this,” and generoully. encourage the fpirit of» 
rebellion through the entire empire. The — 
fame principle which annihi lates out: Ger 
premacy over America, annibi ilates it over a 
every, dependency, which | we. claim in” any a 
other quarter of the globe, and, crumbles the. 4: 
mighty fate which we thought ourfelves pof= ; 
fefied of, to the narrow circumference © of 
our own ifland. If we, have no. univerfal 
* authority over the ones Wwe. cannot-have any 
“over. the reft, and ‘we have. been for: ages not 
an exercifing the molt barbarous tyranny on” 
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whole nations, but what is exceedinglyftrange, | 
ghee nations have all the time imagined thems 
felves enjoying every blefling of our ir juftly ene 
vied conftitution, ere 
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